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Germany is vile or in Germany to prove that England is hypo- 
critioal. Mr. Brailsford has shown in this book that the best 
tradition of English political thinking has not been altogether 
forgotten in the fog of emotionalism which the war has produced. 

C. Delislb Bubns. 
London, England. 

War Time Lectubes. By Edward V. Arnold, Professor of 
Latin in the University College of North Wales. London: 
George Allen and Unwin, Ltd., 1916. 138 pp. Price, Is. net. 

This little volume consists of three short courses of lectures 
originally delivered to the Workers' Educational Association. 
The first deals with Trade Unions and Friendly Societies in the 
Roman Empire, and the second is entitled — "Germany— her 
strength and weakness." The third arose out of discussions on 
the first two and treats of Social Organisation for the War. 
All three have already appeared in The New Age. 

Professor Arnold has attempted a difficult task with a degree 
of success which is, I think, very great. He has tried qmte 
dispassionately and without prejudice to explain the attitude of 
the German mind to Weltfolitik and to appreciate how it must 
have regarded the actual course of the war. He draws a number 
of contrasts, generally felicitous, between the German and 
English conceptions of the State, not always to the advantage 
of the latter. It is much more important to welcome the endeav- 
our to do this sort of thing than to indulge in detailed criticism. 
No one will agree with Mr. Arnold in every point: but I should 
imagine that the majority of intelligent Englishmen would have 
a large measure of sympathy with him. 

For the German, the argument is, the State is Power; it is an 
authority recognised as rightly exercising dominion over its 
citizens and safeguarding each so that he can look after his own 
business. Without it life would be nothing at all. The English 
regard the State as based on free assent: and therefore to the 
German their State seems weak and incredibly inefficient. 
Neither party is in the least Ukely to accept the view of the other, 
but for all practical purposes the Germans have the advantage 
of their antagonists, the English having taken a positive delight 
in accentuating those elements in their State which made it even 
weaker in practice than it should be in theory. The German 
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State, on the other hand, was bound to go to war sooner or 
later; for satisfactory though it may be as an individual organi- 
sation, it can in the end have no relation to others except on the 
basis of swallowing them up. Its career consists of wars with 
intervals of peace, and even when it conquers it cannot govern 
except within its own old natural borders. England's view rests 
on law and the maintenance of peace, but it cannot make this 
effective. There can be no satisfactory peace except on the 
basis of a Balance of Powers. And this is impossible unless we 
have a United States of Europe. 

"Reconstruct Society for the war and when peace comes you 
will find Society already reconstructed." Mr. Arnold is very 
conscious of the weaknesses of his country, and happily he sees 
that they are not where the popular press generally finds them. 
The dominant positive facts are the Citizen Army and the Trade 
Unions. The basis of his reconstruction is therefore the National 
Guild, a notion he has taken over from The New Age. Salvation 
lies in entrusting to the Unions the making of provision for the 
economic needs of the country, each in its own service: and in 
maintaining the authority of the State over all. (The relevancy 
of the first course of lectures seems to be that it furnishes some 
lessons in Labour organisation on a broadly Guild basis.) 

About the whole argument I will make only two remarks. 
The first is that a United States of Europe seems impossible, and 
is not demanded by the conditions of the problem. The real 
need, from England's point of view, is to obtain recognition for the 
accepted principles of International Law, and this is by no means 
peculiar to Europe. But it does demand that Germany should 
be weakened by the destroying of the roots of her policy. I 
should say that the essential conditions of this are (a) the aboli- 
tion of the military domination of Prussia and more especially 
(b) the taking away of the Bagdad Railway from the Central 
Powers. 

The other point is that Mr. Arnold's conception of National 
Guilds is somewhat in need of correction. A Guild, he seems to 
think, is a combination of both employers and employed. But 
surely for Guild Socialism there would be no employers. 

M. W. ROBIESON. 

Belfast, Ireland. 



